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REMARKS 

Claims 116-131 are amended. No claims are cancelled. No new claims are added. Thus, 
Claims 100-131 are now pending in the application. The amendments to the claims as indicated 
herein do not add any new matter to this application. Each issue raised in the Office Action 
mailed December 29, 201 1 is addressed hereinafter. 

I. ISSUES NOT RELATING TO PRIOR ART 

A. REJECTIONS UNDER 35 U.S.C. § 101 

Claims 116-131 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 because the claimed invention is 
allegedly directed towards non-statutory subject matter. Applicants disagree. However, in an 
effort to further prosecution, Claims 1 16-131 are hereby amended to recite a non-transitory 
computer-readable storage medium on the basis that no new matter issue can arise for the 
reasons stated by Director Kappos in a memorandum requiring use of "non-transitory." Memo, 
from David J. Kappos, Under Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual Property and Director of 
the United States Patent and Trademark Office, Subject Matter Eligibility of Computer Readable 
Media (January 26, 2010). A non-transitory computer-readable storage medium clearly does not 
include a signal. Therefore, Claims 116-131, as amended, overcome this rejection. Accordingly, 
withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 

II. ISSUES RELATING TO PRIOR ART 

A. REJECTIONS UNDER 35 U.S.C. § 103 

The rejections under 35 USC § 103 to the claims of the present application remain 
unchanged from the rejections put forth by the Final Office Action of March 25, 201 1. In 
response to the Final Office Action, Applicant filed a Notice of Appeal on July 25, 201 1 and 
later filed an Appeal Brief on October 5, 201 1. Applicant's position regarding the rejections 
remains unchanged from the position set forth in the Appeal Brief. 

As such, Applicant believes that the Appeal Brief adequately responds to the 35 U.S.C. § 
103 rejections. However, for the sake of brevity, the arguments put forth in the Appeal brief have 
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not been reproduced in this current response. Furthermore, the amendments made in this 

response are made solely for the purpose of responding to the new grounds for rejection under 35 

USC § 101 and not for reasons relating to prior art. Thus, for at least the reasons put forth in the 

Appeal Brief, Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the 35 U.S.C. § 

103 rejections on Claims 100-131. 

IE. CONCLUSIONS & MISCELLANEOUS 

For the reasons set forth above, all of the pending claims are now in condition for 
allowance. The Examiner is respectfully requested to contact the undersigned by telephone 
relating to any issue that would advance examination of the present application. 

A petition for extension of time, to the extent necessary to make this reply timely filed, is 
hereby made. If applicable, a check for the petition for extension of time fee and other applicable 
fees is enclosed herewith. If any applicable fee is missing or insufficient, throughout the 
pendency of this application, the Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any applicable 
fees and to credit any overpayments to our Deposit Account No. 50-1302. 

Respectfully submitted, 

HICKMAN PALERMO TRUONG & BECKER LLP 

Dated: March 29, 2012 /JustinR.Baratz#68,076/ 

Justin R. Baratz 
Reg. No. 68,076 

One Almaden Boulevard, Floor Twelve 
San Jose, California 951 13-221 1 
Telephone No.: (408) 414-1222 
Facsimile No.: (408) 414-1076 
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